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DETAILED ACTION 

This office action is responsive to Request for Continued Examination (RCE) filed 
10/08/2009. 

Claim Objections 

Claims 29 and 42 are objected to because of the following informalities: It is 
suggested to delete "by" (line 4) and insert — to — . Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim 29 is objected to because of the following informalities: It is suggested to 
delete " operable to " (line 5) because it has been held that the recitation that an 
element is " operable" to perform a function is not a positive limitation but only requires 
the ability to so perform. It does not constitute a limitation in any patentable sense. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification sliall conclude witli one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 29 and 42 recite the limitation of "said distributed device" in lines 5 and 7. 
A distributed device has not previously been identified in the claims. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 29 - 65 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Hartsell et al (US 20020065864; hereinafter Hartsell). 

Regarding claim 29, Hartsell discloses a computer-implemented method 
providing network attached storage (NAS) services (fig. 2) comprising: configuring a 
distributed processing system by coupling of a multiplicity of distributed devices coupled 
by a network, wherein each said distributed device has a client agent operable to 
process a workload for the distributed processing system (paragraphs [0189], [0204], 
[0236], and [0245], lines 1 - 8), wherein the client agent for a particular said distributed 
device has a software-based network attached storage (NAS) component configured to 
assess unused or under-utilized storage resources in selected distributed devices of the 
multiplicity of distributed devices (paragraphs [0190], [0208], and [0245], lines 8-15); 
representing with the software-based NAS component that the selected distributed 
devices each comprise a NAS device having an available amount of storage resources 
related to the unused and under-utilized storage resources for the selected distributed 
devices (paragraphs [0197], [0210], and [0245 - 0246]); and processing one or more of 
data storage or access workloads for the distributed processing system by accessing 
data from or storing data into at least a portion of the available amount of storage 
resources to provide NAS service to a client device coupled to the network (paragraphs 
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[021 0 - 0211 ]). Claim 42 adds tlie limitation of allocating an available amount of 
unused storage resources in selected distributed devices of the multiplicity of distributed 
devices (paragraphs [0012], [0097], [0181], and [0262]. 

Regarding claim 30, Hartsell discloses the method of claim 29, wherein the client 
agent for the particular said distributed device enables at least one of the selected 
distributed devices to function as a stand-alone dedicated NAS device (paragraph 
[0213]. 

Regarding claim 31, Hartsell discloses the method of claim 29, wherein the client 
agent for the particular said distributed device enables at least one of the selected 
distributed devices to function as a location distributed device to store location 
information for data stored by the selected distributed devices (paragraph [0213]). 

Regarding claim 32, Hartsell discloses the method of claim 31, wherein the 
location distributed device is further configured to receive an access request from the 
client device and direct the client device to data requested on at least one of the 
selected distributed devices (paragraphs [0214] and [0219]). 

Regarding claim 33, Hartsell discloses the method of claim 32, further comprising 
managing NAS service for said distributed devices at least in part utilizing a centralized 
server (paragraphs [0215] and [0219]). 

Regarding claim 34, Hartsell discloses the method of claim 33, wherein the 
centralized server is further configured to enable download of the NAS component to 
the selected distributed devices (paragraphs [0068], [0100], [0286], and [0324]). 



Application/Control Number: 09/834,785 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2457 

Regarding claim 35, Hartsell discloses the method of claim 33, further comprising 
storing with the centralized server location information for the data stored in the selected 
distributed devices (paragraphs [0088 - 0089], and [011 6]). 

Regarding claim 36, Hartsell discloses the method of claim 35, further comprising 
utilizing the centralized server to receive and route the data for storage to the selected 
distributed devices based upon individual capabilities of the selected distributed devices 
indicated in a capabilities database (paragraphs [0089] and [0116]. 

Regarding claim 37, Hartsell discloses the method of claim 29, wherein the 
network comprises the Internet (paragraphs [0005] and [0174]). 

Regarding claim 38, Hartsell discloses the method of claim 29, further comprising 
managing storage resources for the selected distributed devices with a storage priority 
control that facilitates use of the available amount of storage resources for the selected 
distributed devices (paragraphs [0233], [0247], and [0302]). 

Regarding claim 39, Hartsell discloses the method of claim 38, wherein the 
storage priority control comprises a parameter selectable by the client device (). 

Regarding claim 40, Hartsell discloses the method of claim 39, wherein the 
storage priority control comprises storage priority level schemes that prioritize one or 
more of storage or deletion of data (paragraphs [0233], [0247], and [0302]) 

Regarding claim 41, Hartsell discloses the method of claim 38, wherein the 
storage priority control comprises a priority marking directly given to data or files 
(paragraphs [0233], [0247 - 0248], [0302], and [0321]). 
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Claims 42 - 65 substantially disclose all the limitations of claims 29 - 41 in 
system and computer-implemented method with minor modification in the claimed 
language. The reasons for rejecting claims 29 - 41 apply in claims 42 - 65. Therefore, 
claims 42 - 65 are rejected for the same reasons. 

Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to YVES DALENCOURT whose telephone number is 
(571)272-3998. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on (571 ) 272-4001 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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